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T |Senate Votes Billio Siop Reparters, Ohars |
From1 dentifying U.s. Zniellige;iqéégents
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By aWare Sturer Journat Staff Reporter. {the activities of CIA critics, such as Philip
. WASHINGTON-~The Senate moved tg Agee, who have Systematically sought to
crack-down on Jjournalists who disclose the | disclose the identities of U.S. agents over-
names of U.S. inte!ligence'agents_. e fifseas. The eritics argue -that many of the
In an important test-vote, the Senate ap- fagents’ activities are Hiegak -‘The CIA and
proved, 55 to 39, -an -amendment by Sen. {its congressional supporters say the disclo-
John Chafee (R., R.L) that would make it a [sures have impaired: the effectiveness and
crime, purishable by a.fine and imprison- endangered the lives of some agents, - .-, .
ment, for a journajist or-any citizen to dis-. Under. the Chafee measure, anyone who
close the names of government agents work- | disclosed the-name of an undereover agent
ing undercover abroad, - “weeze . | and had “reason to believe” that the disclo-.
The Senate is expected to complete ac- sure would impair intelligence operations
tion on the bill this week, setting the stage | could be prosecuted. If convicted, that per-
for & conference with the House, which has | son could be fineg up to 81,500 and sentenced
passed legislation that goes further than the | to three years in jail for each offense. This
Senate, . Lo TEOR T was  mueh Ltougher language thap another
The prohibition is strongly supported by { version that would have required prosecy-
the Reagan administration and the Central | tors - to' show - that those identifying the
Intelligence Agency. 1t is as forcefully op- agents had an “intent to impair or impede”
bosed by much of. the press.and civif liber | intelligence activities.- ;v .n., -
; - P o] Sen.’Chafee sajg his was a reasonable aps
;_‘The catalyst for these measures has been proach. He said it was his opinion that the
' bill pertains only to disclosing the names of-
agents. engaged in legal activities and that
.anyone engaged in ap illegal act—for in-
stance, an assassination attemnpt—wouldn’t i
be protected by this provision.._Moreover;
unlike the House-passed bill, . the” Chafee
amendment. doesn’t apply to the naming of
former CIA officers or agents or. of U.S. citi-
zens serving as informers, - .o Sl
But many newspapers ang journalism as.
Soctations, as well as constitutional scholars,’
Insist the Chafee amendment is unconstitu- |
tional. They argue it threatens First Amend- |
ment freedoms and might allow the prosecu-
tion- of a journalist for disclosing informa-
, ton abéut improper domestic activities.: -« ;"
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